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IN RE VINTIA M.*
(AC 25048)

Lavery, C. J., and Flynn and West, Js.

Argued October 27—officially released November 16, 2004

Respondent mother’s appeal from the Superior Court
in the judicial district of Waterbury, Juvenile Matters,
C. Taylor, J.

Per Curiam. The judgment is affirmed.

FRANK IANNAZZI v. COMMISSIONER OF
CORRECTION

(AC 24330)

Schaller, Bishop and DiPentima, Js.

Submitted on briefs October 27—officially released November 16, 2004

Petitioner’s appeal from the Superior Court in the
judicial district of Hartford, Hon. Richard M. Ritten-

band, judge trial referee.

Per Curiam. The judgment is affirmed.

WADE ROSEBORO v. COMMISSIONER OF
CORRECTION

(AC 24575)

Lavery, C. J., and Foti and West, Js.

Submitted on briefs October 27—officially released November 16, 2004

Petitioner’s appeal from the Superior Court in the
judicial district of New Haven, Hon. William L. Had-

den, Jr., judge trial referee.

Per Curiam. The habeas court did not abuse its discre-
tion in denying the petition for certification to appeal
from the dismissal of the habeas petition.

The appeal is dismissed.

DONALD W. UTZ v. COMMISSIONER OF
CORRECTION

(AC 24137)

Foti, Dranginis and Flynn, Js.

Argued October 22—officially released November 16, 2004

Petitioner’s appeal from the Superior Court in the
judicial district of Tolland, Fuger, J.

Per Curiam. The habeas court did not abuse its discre-
tion in denying the petition for certification to appeal
from the denial of his petition for a writ of habeas



corpus.

The appeal is dismissed.

PAUL R. GUITARD v. COMMISSIONER OF
CORRECTION

(AC 24890)

Dranginis, Flynn and McLachlan, Js.

Submitted on briefs October 27—officially released November 16, 2004

Petitioner’s appeal from the Superior Court in the
judicial district of Tolland, Fuger, J.

Per Curiam. The habeas court did not abuse its discre-
tion in denying the petition for certification to appeal
from the denial of his petition for a writ of habeas
corpus.

The appeal is dismissed.

LEROY K. HARRIS v. COMMISSIONER OF
CORRECTION

(AC 24657)

Dranginis, Flynn and McLachlan, Js.

Submitted on briefs October 27—officially released November 16, 2004

Petitioner’s appeal from the Superior Court in the
judicial district of New Haven, Hon. William L. Had-

den, Jr., judge trial referee.

Per Curiam. The habeas court did not abuse its discre-
tion in denying the petition for certification to appeal
from the dismissal of the habeas petition.

The appeal is dismissed.
* In accordance with the spirit and intent of General Statutes § 46b-142

(b) and Practice Book § 79-3, the names of the parties involved in this appeal
are not disclosed. The records and papers of this case shall be open for
inspection only to persons having a proper interest therein and upon order
of the Appellate Court.
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